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DOCTRINE. | creature into existence, without feeling towards | it would be mercy beyond compare, to relent 

. —~ |it the least parental kindnese; in a cold deter-| and leave the yet unconscious ings unereat- 
WOR THE MAGAZINE. | mination that the feeble offspring of his forming} ed! If it can be said that, as the uncontrolable 


EXTRACT OF A SERMON, 


Delivered before the General Convention of Universal- 
ists, holden at Lebanon, N. H. Sept. 1819. 


“ The Lord is good toall, and his tender mercies” 


are over ali his works.°—Psalm xiv. 9. 

Ix selecting a text for the subject of discourse 
it was very desirable, that on such an occasion 
ax this, one should be chosen, whose primary 
and essential meaning is so manifest as to be 
understood alike by all denominations. And I 
un happy in reflecting that the passage which 
is now faid before this mixed assembly, is of 
that kind; that the general truth which it ex- 


presses. is nota point of dispute between our op- 
} ’ 


posers and ourselves. For there is, perhaps, 
no christian, of any denomination, who would 
be willing to say, that God is not good and mer- 
ciful, in some way nor at some time, to every 
creature he has made. Here all our jarring 
sentiments harmonize; here we all stand to- 
vether like brethren, And from this common 
land-mark in our faith, we venture forth into 
doctrina! inquiries and researches, we shall have 
he uncommon satisfaction of knowing that we 
eommenced our course together; and this land- 
‘aurk will remain in view, like a pillar of fire, 
:9 point us to our way, when doubt obscures, 
« hen stormy passions or the streng currents of 
sectarian prejudices separate us, 

It is indeed possible that many avow certain 
ideas, which if thoroughly investigated, would 
evidently lead to a denial of God’s goodness to 
iil; but if this be the case, the denial is unin- 
rentional. It may be safely asserted that all 
such ideas would be universally rejected, were 
their tendency discovered. ‘Those brethren, 
who believe that God created some for endless 
Jamnation, believe also that he is good, even to 
these reprobates, in this life, and showers upon 
them unnumbered blessings ; he preserves their 
lives, he lights up the smile of satisfaction on 
their countenances, he swells their bosoms with 
joy and transport. And those again, who be- 
lieve that God created all for future bliss and 
glory, but still that some will become infinitely 
miserable, merely by the obstinate abuse of their 
own free wills,—those that maintain this theory, 
maintain also that God was good to these crea- 
tures, in giving them an existence, in providing 
for them a Saviour, and in the repeated calls of 
his spirit, inviting them to repentance and sal- 
vation. In short, every denomination would 
strenuously defend the simple fact that the Lord 
is good to all, that his tender mercies are over 
all his works, though they may differ in deter- 
mining how long this will continue to be the 

case, or iu what respects this goodness is exer- 


| power, should never receive one solitary bles- 
‘sing from its relentless author. Humanity shud- 
ders at the thought of such unprovoked cruelty, 
‘such unnatural, monstrous wickedness in an 
earthly parent; and the most presumptuous impi- 
ety would be dismayed at the thought of charg- 
ing Jehovah with it. It would be more blasphe- 
mous than to deny his power or wisdom ; for it 
would be a direct attack on his moral character. 
Goodness, though deficient in power and know- 
ledge, will forever command the esteem and 
veneration of every holy being ; but power and 
knowledge without goodness, are but objects of 
abhorrence to heaven, earth and hell. Nor is 
this all; no rational being could discover the 
least justice in God’s punishing a creature to 
whom he has exercised no goodness; for even 
allowing that justice is naturally opposed to 
goodness, yet to talk of justice, which is neither 
preceded, nor attended, vor followed by good- 
ness, shocks all common sense. As well might 
we talk of atyrant’s justice in punishing the 
short-comings of the defencless slave, whom he 
himselfstole from his native shore, and on whom 
the brutal monster has never since conferred a 
favour. So important is the general trath of 
our text. Deny it and justice is fled forever; 
power is transformed to cruelty; and wisdom 
degraded into despotic cunning. It is not only 
because the scriptures positively declare that 
the Lord is good to all, that all denominations 
assent to the idea; but the common light of na- 
ture seems to evince this great truth so clearly 
—God has so intertwined it with every idea of 
the being and perfections of a Deity, that our 
understandings can scarcely rel-nquish it, until 
they are thrown into the chaos of Atheism. 
Having mentioned that the truth of our text 
is one which is universally received, and stated 
its importance as a fundamental principle in 
theology, may I now hope for your patience and 
attention, while I proceed to show that the com- 
mon doctrine of endless misery is irreconcilably 
opposed to it? That your minds may be pre- 
pared for judging on this subject, it is proper 
that you be notified, in the plainest manner, of 
the nature of this undertaking. I repeat, then, 
that we shall now proceed to show that the 
common doctrine of endless misery inevitably 
contradicts our text; and would prove that the 
Lord is not good to some, in any period of their | 
existence ; neither in creating nor in preserving | 
them; nor in giving them temporal comforts ; 
nor in sending his Son to die for them; nor, fi- 
nally, in consigning them to endless woe. 

We have been taught that God knew, from, 
all eternity, that some men, if created, would 
become infinite sufferers by their existence, ei- 


. 





cised. 
Before we proceed to doctrinal improvement, | 
ermit us to consider what are those reasons, | 
so powerful as to bring al! our discordant sects 
to agree on this point. We cannot be at a loss 
in ascertaining then, if we reflect, for a moment 
how horrid would be a contrary supposition :— 
that our Father in heaven has forced a single| 


ther through their own perverseness or his in- 
exorable decree ; ahd still we are told,jthat with 
all this foresight, he voluntarily brought them 
into being ! What can be plainer than that God 
could not be good to such wretches, in creating 
them, when he foresaw the awiul consequeuce ? 
Could he even imagine shat he was conferring 


Governor of the universe, he had a sovereign 
right to act his pleasure in this case, still to say 
that he was good to such unhappy victims, would 
be out of all reason, It might be asked, how 
infinite cruelty itself, could devise a more com- 
plete gratification, than the conferring of such 
an existence, knowing with absolute certainty, 
what sufferings and horror would ensue ? 

_ We may indeed be told, in reply, that God's 
infallible knowledge of their approaching doom 
did by no means necessitate them to incur it — 
and that he endowed them with power compe- 
tent in every respect, to avoid those awful con- 
sequences he knew they would suffer. 

But what has this to do with the case? This 
attempt does not appear even so much as de- 
signed to show that their creation was a mercy 
unto them; or that God expected it would he 
such. If we admit the truth of the reply, to the 
utmost extent, it gives no colour of goodness to 
the conduct with which the Creator has been 
charged. What sheuld we think of a Parent, 
who voluntarily exposes his child to temptations 
which he expects will overcome, and render 
the whole life of their victim one scene of pro- 
tracted agony? What should we think when 
we heard such a father shamelessly proclaimi 
before the world, his goodness to the child 2— 
He would in vain attempt to silence the accus- 
ing voice of justice, by saying that his ruined 
child was a free agent, and might have withstood 
the temptations if he bad pleased. Let us but 
know that the parent expected the actual con- 
sequences to take place, and we should regard 
him as a mad-man, if not as a monster, should 
he pretend to goodness in such unnatural con- 
duct. There is not a plainer principle of com- 
mon sense, than that the expected result of a~ 
voluntary act determines the nature of the mo- 
tive. When a person performs an action in the 
expectation that the consequences will be good, 
we call his motive good ; and in a contrary case, 
malignant. This is a rele so clearly pointed 
out by every man’s common sense, and so sanc- 
tioned by our consciences, that it is in vain to 
reason against it. And if our Father in heaven 
has created any in perfect knowledge that their 
being will prove an endless curse, no piety can 
suppress the conviction that he was not good to 
them in so doing. ‘The belief of their free will, 
does not affect his conduct; it can only implicate 
them in foily. 

Having seen that the doctrine of endless mis- 
ery necessarily denies that God was good in crea- 
ting, we may now see that it also denies his 
goodness in preserving such hopeless sufferers. 
It is not uncommon to bear declamations or 
the pretended mercy and long-suffering of God, 
in continuing the lives of those, who, it is said, 
he knows will endure his eternal vengeance.— 
But does he not know likewise that they are 
the meanwhile increasing the weight of that 
guilt which is to sink them, deeper and deeper, 
in the horrible pit of despair? Does pot the 
all-wise know that each succeeding moment wil! 





a benefit? No. lo the very act, God must know 





add new fury to the intolerable hell that awaits 
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them? Why then does he not, in mercy, cease 
from protracting their lives, and stop the accu- 
mulation of endiess wrath? It cannot be pre- 
tended that he continues them in hopes that 
they will at last repent; for he knows they will 
not, The father, who knowingly neglects to 
call his child to an account, till it may grow 
wicked enough to justify tenfold fury in tortur- 
ing, is an angel of mercy, compared with the 
character which this conduct gives to our Fa- 
ther in heaven. 


(CONCLUDED IN OUR NEXT.) 
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FOR THE MAGAZINE, 


wee 
TO THE EDITOR. 

Srr,—In your Magazine of September 25th, you 
have published a letter, which was sent to Rev. BRowNn 
EMERSON, controverting his views of Romans v. 18. 
Though I have read your letter with attention, lam not 
able to agree with any of the views given of this portion 





of scripture. 


If you can state any thing, equally strong | 
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verse third, persons, ‘* who gloried in tribulations.» — 
And in verse fifth, persons ** in whose hearts the love of 
God was shed abroad.” In verse tenth he further in- 
forms us, that they were persons, ‘* who were reconcil- 
ed to God by the death of his Son.”” And persons who. 
** joyed in God,” in verse 11th. It is of every one of 


these persons, and of none others, | think the apostle 


is speaking throughout the whole chapter. These are 
the many persons, unto whom the grace of God, and 
the gift by grace, which is by Jesus Christ aboundeth, 
verse 15. These are the, ALL men, upon whom came 
jadgment to condemnation by the offence of one, o1 
rather by the one offence: And the, all men, upon 
whom the tree gift came unto, justification of life, by 
the righteousness of one, or rather by the one righteous- 
ness, verse 18. These are the many, who, verse 19th, 
were made sinners by the one man’s disobedience, and 
the many, who by the obedience of one are made righ- 
teous. Sin had reigned unto death in them, and grace 
also reigns in them, through righteousness unto eternal 
life, by Jesus Christ our Lord, verse 21. If you incline 
to pursue the context, the next chapter informs us, 
that they are the persons who are dead to sin and were 
baptised into Christ, &e. &c. | have pursued the con- 


against the explanation | advance, as you have done | text far enough to illustrate my view of the paSsage in 


against the explanations of Messrs. Scot and Emerson, 
I pledge myself to relinquish it, and shall be obliged to 
you for the correction. 

To say, that the words, ALL MEN, which occur twice 
in this verse, should not have the same extent of mean- 
ing, appears to me to be unworthy the talents of Mr. 
Scot. Whether Mr. Emerson confessed it or not, | 
know him enough, to think that he is not so dull, but 
that he felt the force of your reasoning against him. 

You will perceive from what 1 have already said, 
that I consider the words, ali men, in verse 18, which 
occur twice, as having the same latitude of signification. 
I may add, that it is a principle of interpretation with 
me, that in a]Jl places where the word ALL occurs, it 
means every one of whom the writer, is in that place 
speaking. If the writer for example is speaking of the 
elect according to Mr. Scot, he means every individual 
of them. If he is speaking of only some of all nations, 
classes and occupations of men, be means all of these, 
and if be is speaking of all mankind he means every in- 
dividual of them. The context in which such words, 
or phrases are found, must be resorted to, to determine 
in all cases the meaning of the writer. Here | think is 
a fixed, and just prineiple of interpretation. It needs 
none of the qualifying language of men, to make the 
in-pired writers speak a meaning to suit the various re- 
tigrous systems of men’s making. Let us apply this 
rule of interpretation to the passage before us, a passage 
about which, Mr. Emerson takes the liberty net only 
to dissent from Mr. Scot, but from himself; about which 
you dissent from both, and about which | beg leave to 
dissent from you all. Thus speaks the passage :— 
** Therefore, as by the offence of ene, judgment came 
upon all men to condemnation ; even so by the right- 
eousness of one, the free gift came upon all men unto 
justification of life.” I not only contend, that the 
words, all men, in both instances, have the same extent 
of meaning, but, that they both refer to the same per- 
sons. The only question then to be decided is, of whom 
is the apostle speaking? To ascertain this, Jet us ac- 
cording to the above rule, have recourse to the context. 
In chap. i. 7, the apostle tells us, that he was not writ- 
ing to all mankind, nor to all who dwelt in Rome, nor 
to some of all nations, classes, and occupations of men, 

>but to all who were in Rome, beloved of God and called 
‘e be saints, But perhaps you may think that this is 
too distant a context. Well, let us examine the more 
immediate Context and see, who the persons are of 
whom the apostle is speaking. In verse first of the very 
chapter where the disputed text occurs, the apostle 
says, that they were persons, who were, ‘‘ Justified by 
fuith aud bad peace with God.” In verse second, per- 
sons who, “‘ zejoiced in hope of the glory of God.” In 


| debate. 





You will easily perceive, that this interpreta- 
tion, does not overlook the phrase, even so, which you 
notice in your letter. It makes the efficacy of Christ’s 
death, as extensive in the last part of the verse, as the 
condemnation in the first, though the apostle is not 
speaking of some of all nations, classes, and conditions 
of men; no, nor of all mankind. We have no more 
reason to think that the apostle is speaking in verse 18 
of any, or all of such persons, than that he speaks of 
such persons, in the verses quoted above from the con- 
text. When you have shewn, that all mankind are 
justified by faith, and have peace with God, have ac- 
cess by faith into his grace, rejoice in hope of the glory 
of God, glory in tribulations, are reconciled to God by 
the death of his Son, joy in God through our Lord Je- 
sus Christ, are dead fo sin, and are baptised into Christ, 
I shail relinquish my own, and adopt your view of the 
passage. 

But you may say, we have supported our view of the 
passage also from the context. As the context cannot 
support both views, one of us must at least be wrong. 
The most plausible, and forcible thing which you have 
stated I shall now consider. If I can point out where 
your mistake lies in this, it for substance corrects all 
the others arising from it. You refer us then to the 
23d and 24th verses of the third chapter, which reads 
thus, ** For all have sinned and come short of the.glo- 
ry of God; being justified freely by his grace, through 
the redemption that is in Christ Jesus.*> On this you 
remark ; ** here all mankind are considered alike situ- 
ated, first in relation to sin; and secondly in relation 
to justification by Christ.” Permit me to say, that you 
have here, not only overlooked the context, but the 
text you quote. ‘The text you quote, says, ‘* all have 
sinned and come short of the glory of God,” but it does 
not say, “all have believed in Jesus. To make good 
your assertion, that all men are alike situated in rela- 
tion to justification by Christ, the text ought to have 
said this, unless the apostle has said, that men may be 
justified without believing in Jesus. But the very next 
two verses shews, that the apostle has said no such 
thing. He says, ‘‘ whom God hath sent forth to be a 
propitiation through faith in his blood, to declare his 
righteousness for the remission of sins that are past, 
through the forbearance of God; to declare 1 say at 
this time his righteousness ; that he might be just, and 
the justifier of him which believeth in Jesus.” Observe, 
it is, him who believeth in Jesus that is justified, and 
not all mankind. Ii is easy to make good your first 
assertion, that all mankind are considered alike situat- 
ed as to sin, for all mankind are sinners. But, it is not 
so easy a matter to make good the second, for all man- 
kind are not believers. But if you look at the verse 





ee 


preceding those which you have quoted, it says, “ evén 
the righteousness of God which is by faith of Jesus 
Christ, unto all, and upon all them that believe ; for 
there is no differenee.’’ Observe again, that, it is in- 
deed unto all, and upon all, but not all mankind as you 
assert, but, unto all and upon all them that believe.— 
To avoid being prolix, notice only further the 28th 
verse, ‘* therefore we conclude that a man is justified 
by faith without the deeds of the law.” Suffer me to 
ask, does any of the sacred penmen, conclude that a 
man, or all mankind, are justified without faith; I cer- 
tainly have never observed any of them assert, or even 
imply such a thing. 

The other things said in vindication of your views, ] 
would gladly notice were it necessary, and had not my 
remarks extended to too great length already. A reply 
to them would only lead to similar observations. 


Your candour as editor I have no doubt wil! induce 


you to publish this; and I hope some of your corres- 
pondents will reply to it. If I am wrong, I think my 
conscience bears me witness, that I desire to be put 
right. Permit me to ask the favour, that any reply 
made, may have a direct and explicit bearing on the 
following questions. 

First. Are all mankind believers in Christ Jesus and 
justified? 

Second. If not all believers in Christ now, what au- 
thority from scripture have we, that at some future pe- 
riod either in time or eternity, they shall believe in him 
and be justified?) Or 

Third. Is it your belief, that men living and dying in 
unbelief, are justified without believing in Jesus? 

Fourth. Is it the doctrine of scripture, and ought it 
be taught, that all mankind are alike situated in rela- 
tion to justification by Christ, whether they believe in 
him or not? 

Fifth. Are men, living in unbelief and rebellion a- 
gainst God, as certainly justified by Christ as believers, 
and dying in that state, does the scripture warrant them 
to hope for eternal life ? 

You may think these questions are put from a cap- 
tious disposition. I solemnly assure you that they are 
not. They are put for the purpose of ascertaining, what 
are precisely the views of Universalists on such subjects. 
My law does not condemn any man hefore he is heard. 
None can be hurt by a friendly statement of our differ- 
ent views but those who having adopted some system, 
are determined to abide by it right or wrong. That 
truth may prevail, if you hold it, and prevail over my 
error, is the unfeigned desire of yours, 

PHILOLOGLs. 


be 
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“ ELIZA W—-—'S” LETTER. 
AMESBURY, APRIL 9th, 1£20. 

Mr. Eprror,—Having seen my name used unpleas- 
antly, in your Universalist Magazine, | shall receive 
pleasure, if your goodness will find a place and insert 
in it the following notice. JONA. FRENCH. 

1820, Aprin 7th. After a ride of forty-two miles, 
in company with my friend, I arrived at the house of 
MARTHA L., F rR, now the wife of M. H. After 
several interrogations, I shewed the letter published in 
my pamphlet. She said; ‘*I did receive such a letter 
at the Post Office in Haverhill from a lady with whom 
I had maintained a long correspondence ; | gave it toa 
friend for his pleasure, who had not returned it agreea- 
ble to request then made.’? Martha then produced 
two other letters, in hand-writing similar to the one 
first shewn me by a Mr. Kittam, and she said,this was 
my correspondent. The letters were signed Exiza 
WiLLetT. Martha then said, ** Her name was not in 
full, but I did not doubt the hand-writing nor the hon- 
est originality of the letter. Lately I have heard that 





the nurse and friends say, they denied her pen and pa- 
per. How then could Eliza have writtem the letter? 
























































Further, Eliza had often been under strong conviction, 
but had shaken it off. How could she have been the 
author?” 

Forsaken Elisa, my heart then would have bled for 
you; but now you are happy. What! Forbidden pa- 
per in your dying moments? (so you complained in your 
letter.) Beatific heir of heaven! had the Whole world 
been one sheet of paper and that at my command it 
should then have been yours. 

It appears the Priest and Levite were not contented 
‘o simply pass by the wounded Eliza unpitied ; but théy 
nust blooden their spears with her wounds! The good 
Sameritan found, healed and removed her to his own 
uew mansion in heaven. 

As to the fabricator of this letter signed Eliza W—-t 


on . . ° | 
if she can be called a fabricator,) she needs no lenity 


from me nor Elijah Parish. She has passed the anath- 
emas of wicked men; her body is gone to mother earth; 
her pure spirit to her Father God. The man who dares 
cay that Jonathan French is an accomplice in a fabri- 


sated letter will make a presumptuous assertion found- 
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all around, the mild influences of love run down thro” 
every branch, and diffuse general happiness. Here 
dwell peace and harmony, the hospitable dome unfolds 
its doors and bids a cheerful welcome to the gentle vis- 
itor, whose enlivening conversation adds greatly to the 
pleasure of the scene,—nor does the child of distress 
and want ever supplicate relief in vain, rE. 


}———____ _] 


FOR THE MAGAZINE. 
awn 
TO THE REV. CLERGY, 
WHO HOLD FORTH TO THE PEOPLE THAT THE FATHER 
OF OUR SPIRITS DESIGNS THE ENDLESS TORMENT 
OF A LARGE PORTION OF THE HUMAN FAMILY. 


No. V. 





| Rev. Sims,—As you believe and preach, that it is 
the design of our heaveanly Father.to inflict endless 
) torment on a great portion of mankind, so you also be- 
| lieve and preach, that this divine purpose is consistent 


I aioe boas 
| with the pure demands of justice. To make this appear, 


ed in falsehood. How could J.'.know the age and sick- | you contend, that sin is an infinite evil, and therefore 


ness of Eliza, when he never knew a person in Byfield? 


At the time the letter was wrote, J. F. had lately 


moved te Exeter, N. 11. from the city of New York af- | Being. 


ter four years absence. How could J. F. know Martha? 
when he had not been in Haverhill during five years, 
aud knew no person in that town. 

| wrote a plain unvarnished story to the Rev. Elijah 
Parish, and now it appears he would clear himself in 
the public view; but evidently meaning the destruc- 
tion of his friend; who may perchance Phenix like rise 
on the ruins of the ruiner. Public, forgive my warmth, 
I am only a man like brother Parish. 

Now suppose brother l’arish should clear himself from 
the oppression to Eliza, the brightest emblem of the 
highest heaven; could not some other doctor learned 
in physic or law, have abused suffering innocence ? Or 
was Dr. Parish solus doctor on earth? 

The publick ure requested to note, that E. Whipple 
was incorrect in my publication; | hastily made a cor- 
rect copy, from a copy so signed. ‘The name ought to 
be Eliza W t. When ! find any other inaccuracy, 
the public shal] know it. 1 think I shall soon have the 
original letter, as ] am on the alert for truth. I have 
bound myself, ** If the story is a falsehood, honour and 
justice require any explanation from me which you may 
desire” to Elijah Parish; but not to publish a confes- 
sion and falsehood in the Newburyport Herald. If I 
have quoted an error; some other person has murder- 
ed truth, by quoting only a part of a sentence; which 
proves we have both done wrong and ought to do bet- 
ter. Query; Public, say would J. F. have been inno- 
cent to have palmed on the public a falsehood, by a 
flat denial of the whole of Eliza’s letter? No, no.— 





Come on inguisition, | am ready for you. 
JONA. FRENCH. 


pa 
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we 
ON DOMESTIC ENJOYMENT. 

To see a well regulated family acting as if they were 
ene body, informed by one soul, where ‘* If one mem- 
ber suffered, all the members suffered with it ;” to see 
those who are embarked on one bottom, whose inter- 
ests are inseparably united, and whose hearts ought to 
be so too—to see those acting in concert, adopting each 
others cares, uniting their friendly beams, and jointly 
promoting their common happiness, is the most pleas- 
ing picture in human life, and must excite either our 
envy or our emujation. Behold the pleasing scene— 
the master of a family influenced by the spirit of relig- 
ion, walking before his house with a perfect heart! See 
him assisting with soft language of conjugal affection the 
cares of his partner, and by a thousand offices, endear- 
tng himself to his little stock! See his kindness, his 


| deserves an infinite punishment. To prove that sin is 
| infinite you urge that it is committed against an infinite 
| This makes the whole subject, as you seem to 
pom all clear. But, dear sirs, you are called on to 
consider several things, which, to the humble individu- 
al, who addresses you, operate very much against your 
{manner of reasoning on this subject. 
| 1. If your grand proposition be allowed, and if we 
, agree that sin is an infinite evil, and therefore deserves 
endless punishment,why does not this argument amount 
| to the justice of the endless punishment of all mankind 
as well as to the endless punishment of a part? You 
allow that allare sinners. And you can easily perceive 
| that if any sin be infinite, all sins must be; for, you 
| prove the infinity of sin, by contending that it is com- 
/mitted against God, and you also say that all sin is a- 
| gainst God; therefere you prove, if you prove any 
| thing, that all sins are alike infinite. This all granted, 
| why do you not allow that all mankind will be end- 
ilessly tormented? If there be any possible way for 
any to escape this endless punishment, and justice at 
the same time be not injured, what reason can you 
render why all mankind may not escape this horrible 
punishment with equal approbation of divine justice? 

2. As it seems utterly impossible for you to form any 
reply to the foregoing question ; and as you are under 
the necessity of contending for the salvation of some of 
the human family, even for your own safety, you are 
requested to give some reason, if you can, why that 
mercy which you think will be rendered unspeakably 
glorious in the salvation of a few, would not be yet far 
more glorious if it should be found to embrace the sal- 
vation of all men. 

3. If it be just to punish all men eternally, and at 
the same time, both just and merciful to save part or 
all eternally, then, dear sirs, what is the difference be- 
tween what justice requires and what it does not re- 
quire? And is justice any thing more than a name 
which you have given to what is not a reality? 

4. If all sins are alike infinite, can you in any way 
whatever, show how a sinner can grow more sinful by 
cqntinuing in the practice of crimes? 

‘ 5. As the whole force of yeur arguments, on: this 
subject depends on your assertion, that sin must be in- 
finite, because it is committed against an infinite Being, 
you will notice, that the amount of the argument is this, 





whatever character is sinned against is justified in di- 
recting the extent of all his powers against the trans- 
gressor, in a way to make the offender as miserable as 
possible. If you will but carefully examine this subject, 
you will certainly see that | have placed it on its own 
merits. But 

6. As a parent, am | bonad to aet on this principle ? 
Am I to meastre the disobedience of my children by 
the extent of all my abilities, and accordingly direct 





tenderness to his-servants, and behold him smiling on 


toe the means in hy power to injure my own offspring, 
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who have in the least, departed from my requirements ? 
Or in other words, am I to act towards my children, as 
you say, justice requires our heavenly Father to act 
toward his moral offspring, who have erred from bis 
holy precepts Remember, Rey. Sirs, to connect with 
this consideration, the fact, that when children disobey 
their parents, they disobey God, whose command to 
children is, ‘‘ Obey thy father and thy mother.”” Now 
if my children, by disobeying me, sin against God, and 
if the sin against God be infinite, and require endless 
torment to be administered, by God himself on them ; 
will you undertake to show that it is my duty to show 
them all the forbearance, the compassion, and tender- 
ness which parental affections dictate? No, you must 
attempt no such thing ; you in order to be consistent, 
must inform me, that justice requires of me to admin- 
ister all the torture to my dear children that I have wis- 
dom to invent and power to execute, that I may be 
like my heavenly Father! A PARENT. 
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Extract of a letter from the Rev. Abner Kneeland 

of Philadephia, to the Editor, dated March 25, 1820. 

‘¢ Another conversion in the ministry has recently ta- 
ken place. The Rev. Mr. Funk, a German,who preach- 
es in the German language to a church of Minonists a- 
bout 24 miles from the city, and who has been in the 
ministry 25 years, has lately become a Universalist.— 
He can understand the English tolerably well, but 
speaks it but poorly; cannot preach in it at all. He 
attended to hear me a few times in the Northern Lib- 
erties, and become so enamoured with the doctrine that 
he could hardly contain himself, He requested liberty 
to preach in the place which I occupy, in his own lan- 
guage, which most of the people in that part of the city 
can understand ; and to many of them it is their own 
planguage. A meeting accordingly was appointed for 
him last Thursday evening, and he preached to a crowd- 
ed house from Luke iv. 18, 19. He seemed to be much 
engaged, and I was told by those who could understand 
him, that it was a good discourse. A spirit of general 
inquiry bas gone forth, and it will be impossible for the 
enemy with all his arts to prevent it.” 











To Correspondents. 


Ovr friend at Roxbury, who requested an explana- 

tion of what Jesus said concerning him who should be- 
tray him, recorded Matt. xxvi. 24, is referred to the 
3d No. of the Magazine, page 11th, where the subject: 
is noticed in reply to the ‘* Kaleidoscope.” 
' To the question, why the chief priests were desirous 
that Judas should betray Jesus, when it seems that they 
had frequent opportunities to arrest him, as he taught 
publicly, we may reply in the words of Jesus himself. 
See Luke xxii. 52, 53, ‘Then Jesus said unto the: 
chief priests, and captains of the temple, and the elders 
which were come to him, be ye come out as against a 
thief, with swords and staves?) When I was daily with. 
you in the temple ye stretched forth no hands against 
me; but this is your hour and power of darkness.” 

Several Communications on file will be inserted as. 
soon as our limits will permit. 


ae 


— 








MARRIED, 
In this town, by the Rev. Dr. Baldwin, Mr. Joshua 
Phippen to Miss Eliza H. Howard. oer 
By the Rev. Dr. Freeman, Mr. Edward Erving, mer. 
to Miss Harriet Miller. pears 
By the Rev. Mr. Ware, Major Benjamin Varnum, of: 
Dracut, to Miss Caroline Bradley, 
By the Rev. Mr. Pierpont, Mr. Joseph H. Eayrs to. 
Miss Mary C, Barry. ey 
By the Rev. Mr. Sabine, Mr. William Johnson to 
Miss Susan C. Wood. 
Mr. Charles Kirk to Miss-Mchitable Moore. . 
At the Roman Catholic Church, by the Rev. Bishop 
Cheverns, Mr. Augustus Peverelly to Miss Charlotte 


Chapoovil. 
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POETS’ CORNER. 


FOR THE MAGAZINE, 








— 
A DREAM. 

I pREAM’D I stood in heaven ; and saw that world 
Of spirits, lighted from the cloudless throne 
Of the Most High. I saw the blissful throngs 
Extending deep into eternity ; 
And on them all a living glory mov’d, 
Mild as the dawn, that lights the orient skies, 
When summer sleeps on earth. They wore a look 
Of bliss ineffable, but all serene. 
And in the midst of the vast hosts, I saw 
Fathers and mothers, in eternal life, 
Their sons and daughters meet; and number o’er 
Their little train of household-loves, arrived [shore. 
From earth’s cold clime, and death’s deep, dismal 
There, long-lost friends, each other saw and knew ; 
But shed no tears in their triumphant joy. 
And there were such as had been foes ; but they 
Had left their passions far from this high world, 
The Holy of Holies of the Universe. 


The Saviour stood amid th’ eternal throne, 
O’erlooking heav’n ; while far, behind him, rose 
Hills of pure light, on crystal mountains borne, 
Like skies of airy form and sunshine here. 

'Twas he, whom Johh from desert Patmos saw, 
Cloth’d in a robe, that swept along the throne ; 
And his tall head seem’d like the new-fall’n snow; 
I heard his voice, the sound of many waters ; 
And saw his eyes look through eternity. 

I heard an anthem swell from depth of heav’n, 
And roll from host to hest ; the first loud song 
Of ALL CREATION, giving praise and glory 

To him who had redeem’d them. And! mark’d 
Almighty triumph, beaming from the eyes 

Of him on Calvary, as he saw his work 

Of thousand years of toil and intercession 
Accomplish’d, and an erring world restor’d ; 

He saw the travail of his soul attain’d : 

Death was no more; and he, who held its power, 
Was slumbering in eternal nothingness. 

Sin had been finish*d; and immortal bliss 

Had dried the tears of every soul that wept, 

In the wide universe. No sigh was breath’d, 

No woe was felt; and all was boundless joy. 
There came a voice like thunders from the ocean, 
The Son of God’s! proclaiming ‘* It is done! 

*¢ The work is finish’d ! Heav’n is all in all!” 

I saw him turning to the hills of light, 

That shone in uncreated beams! They were 
The Father’s throne,—but all had vanish’d— 


The vision left my eyes as I awoke, 
Bt**#?*, 
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Dialogue between a Universalist and a Limitarian, 
CONTINUED FROM PAGE 152. 

Lim. I thank you, dear sir, for bringing this passage 
in Ecclesiastes to mind, for I well recollect to have 
heard it often used by our preachers, to remind us that 
our state is eternally fixed at death ; but after examin- 
ing it, assisted by the light you have thrown on the 
subject, by presenting the text in its natural connexion, 
I am not only satisfied that it never was intended by 
its author to support, or even to intimate any such 
thing as our divines apply it to, but I am really surpris- 
ed, and that almost to astonishment, that it should be 
ever so used. But this circumstance shows how far 
the prejudices of the human mind will go, and the un- 
warrantable tendency of blind tradition. But after a- 
greeing with you, thus far, 1 must confess that! am 
brought into no small difficulty with this passage ; for 
according to its most literal sense, and I can see no oth- 
¢ sense to it, it seems to deny any future existence for 








WNIVERSALIST MAGAZINE. 


man, and is as much opposed to the gospel as it is to 
the idea of future misery. Will you be so good as to 
assist me in bringing this passage into a light in which 
it will harmonize with the christian hope of a future 
happy state? 

Uni. | will, dear sir, most freely offer my mind on 
this subject ; a subject however, about which I allow 
myself to form no other opinion, than what is plainly 
expressed in the faithful records of divine revelation.— 
In the first place, permit me to observe, with regard to 
the passage under consideration, that it is entirely si- 
lent on the subject of a resurrection. It neither indi- 
cates any thing for or against it. It does not prove that 
the dead will not be raised inte a state of future misery ; 
nor does it prove that they will not be raised into a 
state of endless felicity; it says nothing concerning 
this subject. But Jesus Christ ** hath abolished death, 
and hath brought life and immortality to light through 
the gospel.”” And as this passage in Ecclesiastes, nor 
any other in all the scripture says any thing with a de- 
sign to deny a resurrection and a future state, so we 
find no difficulty in understanding the harmony of scrip- 
ture on this vastly important subjeet. 

Lim. I see no reason why | should not be satisfied 
with what you have offered on my question ; and | think 
my mind is somewhat enlightened respecting the true 
ground, on which the question, whether man’s future 
mora] existence is to be of the same character that it is 
when he leaves this mortal state. It now appears to 
me that we must examine the divine testimony, which 
speaks directly on the subject of the resurrection and 
a future state, in order to form a just and well ground- 
ed opinion on this question. If you are free to offer 
any thing on this subject I shall be happy to know what 
the scriptures justify us in believing. 

Uni. I agree with you, in the opinion that we ought 
to rely on the testimony which regards the resurrection 
of the dead, for any information respecting a future 
state, and especially for evidence by which to decide, 
whether the moral state hereafter is the same in which 
the subject leaves the present. But 1 wish, before I 
proceed to consider what the scriptures teach on this 
subject, to observe, that prudence requires that we are 
careful not to understand passages which speak figura- 
tive in a literal sense. As Jesus often spake in figura- 
tively language, it seems necessary that we seek for bis 
testimony on our present subject, where it is perfectly 
evident that he was speaking of a resurrection into a 
future state of existence. The dispute which Jesus 
held with the Sadducees as recorded in the 20th of 
Luke, there can be no doubt was on the subject of a 
real resurrection of the dead inte another state hereaf- 
ter. These opposers of the Saviour’s doctrine, denied 
the resurrection of the dead, and were on this account, 
distinguished as a different sect from the pharisees, who 
professed to believe it. These Sadducees asked Jesus, 
whose wife a certain woman would be in the resurrec- 
tion, of the seven husbands which she had had in this 
world? The Saviour answered as follows; ** The chil- 
dren of this world marry, and are given in marriage; 
but they which shall be accounted worthy to obtain 
that world, and the resurrection from the dead, neither 
marry nor are given in marriage ; neither can they die 
any more; for they are equal unto the angels ; and are 
the children of Gog, being the children of the resurrec- 
tion. Now, that the dead are raised, even Moses shew- 
ed at the bush, when he calleth the Lord the God of 
Abraham, and the God of Isaac, and the God of Jacob. 
For he is not a God of the dead, but of the living ; for 
all live unto him.” There are, in this passage, several 
things worthy of special notice. Ist. An important 
difference between this present state and the future in 
respect to marriage. In this part of the reply the Sa- 


tified by this description of the resurrection state, that 








which men receive im the resurrection is essentially 
different from this mortal constitution, which is subject 
to dissolution. 3d. We are here certified that man ia 
the resurrection will be equal to angels; and though 
their constitutions are not delineated, yet the manner 
of the statement shows that their condition is superiour 
to ours in the present state. 4th. By this reply to the 
Sadducees, we are certified that all who die live te 
God, in this resurrection state. There are more par- 
ticulars which might be noticed, but these seem to oc 
cupy the general subject of our discussion. Now, my 
dear sir, can you learn from this all important testimo- 
ny that the moral state of man in the world to come 
will be the same as in this mortal constitution ? 


TO BE CONTINUED. 
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Mr. Eprror,—A writer on page 157, having Moons 
ed the cause of ** Ceci,” a reply may have been ex- 
pected; yet as he has not pointedly addressed us nor 
noticed what we have written, we shall not exhaust the 
reader’s patience with a voluminous reply. 

The writer begins aud with one dash sets aside all 
we have said, by saying, “‘Itis very evident and we 
capnot but perceive that there is in man two distinct 
principles,” one of which, the soul, ** is opposite to ev- 
ery possible combination of matter.” This, says he, 
‘* we are conscious of, if we are conscious of any thing.” 
Undoubtedly something very luminous must follow.— 
Let us see; ** One principle bears him aloft to the in- 
tellectual world—and the other strives to fasten him to 
earth.”> Here ‘** Cecil’s” assertions are honored with 
adoption ; which have not yet been shown to support 
the distinction for which he contended. To which dis- 
tinction we have abjected among other things that the 
mental and tangable powers are distinguished by or- 
ganization ; for it will not be disputed that organiza- 
tion distinguishes between the tangable powers of seeing 
and hearing. We are next illuminated with informa- 
tion that, ‘* This world abounds with indissoluble ques- 
tions.”? Neither can our author ** conceive of a mere 
machine’s being capable of thinking.” Indissoluble 
questions are nothing in his way, but are presented as 
formidable objections to ours. ‘* What can we reasov 
but from what we know?’ What wonderful difference can 
there exist between the five senses and the sixth: save 
that the mental! sense unites Nhe tangable senses by the 
power of retention, and exercises all their powers by 
reaction. We have never said that ‘* thought is one of 
the hidden properties of matter; but have pronounc- 
ed it to be the effect of organization; and that conscious- 
ness fs the exercise of the mental powers. A convex 


glass and mirror may serve to give us some idea of the 


eye and sensorium. Can our author conceive how the 
mirror mimicks our every action? Must not this won- 
derful creature be of celestial origin? Surely, it must 
be ** opposite to every possible combination of matter,” 
or it could not present such indissoluble questions.~ 
Our author cannot ‘* conceive that a spirit can die.*” 
What is a spirit but a substance? What is life but ar 


effect of organization? What is pleasure and pain but 


organic and disorganic actions begun in the tangable 
organs, communicated to, and acted in the mental or- 
gan. We close these remarks by noticing the case of 
Lazarus. We ask; where was the soul of that man 
during the four days he lay entombed. From whence 
did our Saviour recall his spirit; from hell, purgatory, 
limbo, or paradise? Or did he simply restore animation 
to the lifeless man? If he was in hell; bow did he re- 
pass the impassable gulf? [fin paradise; was it not 
cruel to recall him? But if simply dead; was it not a 


: ciall ded tl ticul ies | blessing to the man, a favor to his friends and an hon- 
viour specially regarded the particular case on which! 5; to God. What a pity it is that in thi 
the Sadducees formed their question. 2d. We are cer-' pay & 1s that ip Cy ne Well a6 ie 


other cases, Lazarus, or the Evangelists, did not give 


'us some account of the wonderful discoveries which 


it admits of no death, ‘Neither can they die any} these persons must have . on tp 
: e mad ld. 
more.”” This very plainly shows, that the coustitution | P a ade in the invisible wor 


ZUASTA. 





ance. 





